Agenda Item

Board Meeting

Attachment 1

=

ISLAND

/ INDIAN

ARC#

DABY ISLAND

WOODLEY ¢
ISLAND st
k)
FRONTST

- 137

on §

,
L)
(A
)
)
.
3
[
kA
L
B
£Y]
:
,
Q
$
.

37 - - Y B ® e -
137 T ol - arm - - -
oS o \* st o} iz
= S a \r \®
> 180 - -
+ x ate
-
101 2\ st st ° \G N
- st amst AL,
» - |2
< w \ - \= -
H srl” A= - A - c
g ) - “ < el 12
« ) s ' "
- LR et 4
wore 1% (34 <\ . H
0 o ) arl= H
WASHING TON ST - v
e "
I} ot e
GRANT sr i
2 3 {5
cLaax [ F14 \‘ yarm 3 hs o b |
-
- l} st 2
" 147 .
- SINPSON 37! wiLsoace am 191 = f 7 z: '
b " -
ceoan (™ 14 “ 1. [sours T7Y qerm -~ 2t 14T (Y] e | sy |2
= MALSOALE z T -
I M‘ﬂt - = lar s 1ree |% . T ™
1w . § > = |
= |z L -~ 2 o|v (2 ]2 |8 z Racd K4
= - |~ T L) - - 3 z
< hsrf * sv t st 3 2 E 19
L (135 2l | v |*
- = ¥ 10TMST <
= - < . Py} <
5 ﬁ: 3 LR R AT 3 z u
a I b5 ave 3 _| lwasasw ave! H o z
H
2 2 = |« ul2 14 | ] / 2 on[2
otLnonte |4 ST wd DEL NOATE W:
x - H
sr1 13 }somoma = sumon st
| - THEGENEASL
3 3T wyssoror_|* e I maseiray | D
z - a = ="
3 E TRIMITY !‘0'
- U R0} ST e
- HUNTOON z !
2
s ,
ect Site T} uE T '
<
1 tone = st ™ LONG ST remner - wen
hd H - 3 r = — jJosernty
ST L_! g - |la CARSOM 3 - = E‘
- QOLLISON st - |= R I e
3T i T raves s? ] naves 3 ST IOSEPN
O je = naSMTAL l
= st - ~ENDERSON st |
CEL auss
3 - - = 15 = o Jerlm |5 |z [52) st omem b
{4 - auss | -
Mr] _lcroTTo il " T w000 STI%
- = ° w000 st ;
z b L = wanms 3T
- T HaARIS | l ST 3 T
I - | - | - = - '
: E ’ a EVEROING I v - Lid £VEROING! sris l ‘:‘ wiLt
= < 3 f
b [: ‘Lu-‘(' s =3 | mo0GION 3 |° | - i Slemesrem|
< - z ' i [ s > |2 |
-3 ?1:“' :"“ul‘ AANOOL P 3 - z uvlur - l GLATT ST ‘ ! - - c“.:' 3
3 ave 531 z| 2 2 < we |° ausseLL | N H
< LRI « {15z P H
3 z 2 < | z <
== ~1a H . E
- 3 z A u
Q = H arZANITA
S - - H MaRZAMITA SEUUUIA PABK
[ hosand 2 mencano] 2l 2t |w |2 ) g cogmemwe T e
=] - S - = - .
St <6z z o [=2 ) I R -1 B L P z - s = [
. S et T o <l af = 12 % ETrmanioGE
50"z~ 3 = T z| = = 3 ew— ) MAOAONE € 3[samanios
L] T HE - st A MAOAONE AVE MaoRONE AV Q l
= ) » z
o . !
ICOLLING S Py gL e SN - ) ——— e — i et — —
L) R S A,
3 § H - {; T wiLLOow §
- e =_l% - agow000 ST
T b= BAYVIEW |3 [~ <mserst | AQTHCT ] €
‘§ FY - - T nclEO"" w -
3 ———— 5 Q N JAK E
/ wovosr |3 i 39 = H 13 t3
. / - (W oz Ry y - .i
. - |2 Zz - = 2
: =13 3 3 H
' ] |8 a
—- = v SEA AvE S spayCE
—_— IS TN
— ] sannGuRCEA H 2| saccrertion b
== © ROSEEU 0 p
s b al! H
} O //S i H SINGRAM AVE 4y 0w000 ST 5 afLauAEL S
B S <z .
unsee [1F iz .
=N i —r a t t |
3 oo, R, 1te Location ivia _
: { 2 acewa g riNnemeL -, creness
< -
- | PR, = 3 ! |
| - H = |2
k] - l Q
3 | HIGCINS st 2 >
~ - =)
-] CLmCTIAY A0 i - - l; 57, | = “CCLASKEY
I =z R o )
i o & 2 g ¥%573 |
z x 2 2
=l v 2 = '
- -, > -1 =z AvAN 0 €
: 1% 3 f e | Lereen w00ty




Board Meeting
December 12-13, 2000

Agenda Item
Attachment 2

|| _Ccmme-rczal GL.Jeumg B

—t

ESY
;%—— Permit Scundary —z®e

S

- - - ——— e == e
T =
B i + = Self Haul Queuing Lane =
u P T LR S : _ /
ik i ' N "/}
~=LLliid g SN
Ty o- It} Parking -
==
: [ % = !
‘] wses | rJ,,,,a ‘
- - E —
: Emergency - LT LT : Recveling
' Hot Loaes \ 1‘ v Entrance
. H \
H ]
! ; v \
- P L] / \ N
. . Parking - - r .
Ln 1L ! = |
I N A /- g
3 = e Tsasne S Self Haul Traffic { ey 2
vi] o | » = o
ol = — g = Repair E =
gl Commercial Building 3 Shop & |
- 2 \ et Greenwaste Drop Off =
: == ' 2
@ 1 2.
3 . 15
Frloba by | =1z
H H H i i 2
. Waste Fiow 1 / = = & & SSh_arns-“ h | ; 3
> / Self Haul Building Container ; | E
@ \ ' -3
o ol bk
A =] i . e
: £ . | Recycling Building ;
= i N ! -
" g | Salvage and Recycled Matenal Fiow . (and Special Waste. : :
2 i~ i - > ' Tires, Appliances. etc. ' iw
F 3 Waste Flow R i ; °3
g & < HazMat Bin For d : e
e N Load Checking ! ! - ~
g ! ; =
E ; - Empty-Trailer Parking - - .
\ A )
i X ‘ )
\ :[ ' =04
- - ) Baler : ;
Transfer Truek Envance —_— .
! ' | E
. Fe - o ElR
rence Permit Boundary ==~" -
vt EE
L= _ .

agwsas

© b e e




Resolution No. 2-2000

Board Meeting Agenda Item

December 12-13, 2000 Attachment 5

ATTACHMENT "A"

Statement of Findings

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that, in order to support its decision on the
project for which an EIR was prepared, the Planning Commission must prepare written findings of fact for
each significant environmental impact identified in the EIR. The findings are established in Section 15091 of
the CEQA Guidelines and are listed below:

Finding 1 - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the Final EIR;

Finding 2 - Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public
agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or
can and should be adopted by such other agency;

Finding 3 - Specific economic, legal, social, techndlogical, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunites for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation
measures Or project alternatives identified in the Final EIR.

The Findings of Fact, below, are based on substantial evidence in the administrative record for the
Humboldt Waste Transfer Station Project (Project) and a separate finding is made for each of the three
significant effects identified in the Final EIR for the Project (SCH#1998122049):

. & Tsunami inundation;
b. Cumulative air quality impacts; and,
¢. Health and Safety Hazards Due to Accidental Releases of Waste or Waste Constituents into
the Environment

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1) Significant Impact: Tsunami inundation.

Finding of Fact: Finding | - Changes or alterations have been required in, or Incorporarzd into, the
roject that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental ef ects as identified in the
34 S d )
Final EIR.

Discussion: The project site lies at a low elevation near the Humboldt Bay waterfront. Because
tsunami run-up inside the Bay may reach 10 feet (3 meters), the site is subject to inundarion during
a large tsunami event. The site is probably not subject to inundation during a small to moderate
event. The site may be afforded some protection because it is separated from the Bay by a broad
marsh.

Because of the site's elevation and exposure level, it does not appear that the tsunami
inundation hazard can be mitigated to a less than significant level. All developments within the
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O Ciry must have a floor elevation of at least 12.5 feet City Datum, although exceptions can be
granted to allow a floor elevation of 11 feet City Datum (Eureka Municipal Code Section
150.018). The City's required floor elevations are intended to avoid inundation during flood events
within the Bay. Tsunami inundation hazards were analyzed in the Eureka General Plan EIR and a
statement of overriding considerations adopted for this impact.

In general, much of the industrial development along the Humboldt Bay waterfront is within
the inundation zone associated with large tsunamis. As such, there is an existing level of
infrastructure that is subject to the effects of tsunami inundation. In the event of a large tsunami
disaster, City and County resources would be required to clean up and repair the damaged
facilities. Addition of the proposed project to the waterfront setting represents an increase in the
cumulative impacts associated with potential tsunami inundation in the Humboldt County region.
There are no feasible mitigation measures to reduce this impact to a less than significant level;
therefore this impact remains significant and unavoidable.

Conditions of approval have been added to the project to implement the mitigation measures
described in the certified EIR. The conditions of approval that lessen the above described impact
include:

4. All finished floor elevations and material storage areas shail be located at or above the City
of Eureka minimum floor elevation of 12.5 feet City datum to the satisfaction of the City
of Eureka.

2) Significant Impact: Cumulative air quality impacts.

Finding of Fact: Finding I - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project thar avoid or substanrially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the
Final EIR; and Finding 2 - Such changes or alterations are within the responsibiliry and
Jurisdiction of another public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have
been adopted by such other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.

Discussion: While environmental benefits would be expected as rail hauling increases (with a
potential shift from truck traffic on state highways), there would be an incremental emissions
contribution to a non-attainment area. The location of these air quality benefits would be
widespread and not directly measurable in urban areas where air pollution monitoring equizment is
sited.

Despite these potential benefits, rail haul of wastes to Solano County would conmibute to
cumulative emissions of ozone precursors (ROG and NOx), in counties that are non-attainment for
state and federal 1-hour ozone standards, including Sonoma and counties southward 1o Solano
County. The project's contribution to PM10 and cumulative ozone precursor emissions in non-
attainment areas is a significant and unavoidabie impact.

@ Conditions of approval have been added to the project to implement the mitigzrion measures
described in the certified EIR. The conditions of approval that lessen the above described impact
inciude:
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6. Prior to issuance by the City of Eureka of the Building Permit, and annuallv on or before
Januarv 31 thereafter, the applicant shall submit to the City of Eureka, a report detailing
compliance or non-compliance with, at a minimum, the following mitigation measures as
described in the Final EIR: 3.04.e.; 4.04.n.; 3.07.a. — 3.07.c.; 3.08.b. — 3.08.q.; 3.08.t. -
3.08.2a.;3.08.cc. - 3.08.ee.; 3.09.a.; 3.09.b.; 3.10.a.; 3.10.c. - 3.10.1n.. This report may be
combined with the inspections and reports prepared monthly by the Humboldt County
Department of Environmental Health, the Enforcing Agency for the Transfer Station. The
applicant shall be fully responsible for correcting any violations or issues of non-
compliance.

3) Significant Impact: Health and Safery Hazards Due to Accidental Releases of Waste or Waste
~ Constituents into the Environment.

Finding of Fact: Finding I - Changes or alterarions have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project that avoid or substanrially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the
Final EIR..

Discussion: Hazards due to a vehicular accident, rail haul accident, or fire are less than significant.
There is no feasible mitigation that would avoid the possibility of a release of household hazardous
waste if the project site were inundated by a tsunami. Any location along the bay is subject to
similar risk of inundation. The only possible mitigation for this impact would be to locate the
household hazardous waste facility at a site that is above the tsunami inundation zone. Elevating
the on-site HHW storage above the elevation of possible tsunami inundation is impractical. There
are no feasible mitigation measures to reduce this impact to a less than significant level; therefore
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.

Conditions of approval have been added to the project to implement the mitigation measures
described in the certified EIR. The conditions of approval that lessen the above described impact
include:

4. All finished floor elevations and material storage areas shall be located at or above the City
of Eureka minimum floor elevation of 12.5 feet City datum to the satisfaction of the City
of Eureka.

6. Prior to issuance by the City of Eureka of the Building Permit, and annuallv on or
before Januarv 31 thersafier, the applicant shall submit to the City of Eureka, a report
detailing compliance or non-compliance with, at a minimum, the following mitigation
measures as described in the Final EIR: 3.04.¢.; 3.04.0.; 3.07.a. -3.07.c.;3.08.b.-3.08.q;;
3.08.t.-3.08.aa.; 3.08.cc. -3.08.e2.;3.09.2.;3.09.b.; 3.10.2.:3.10.c. —= 3.10.1.. This report
may be combined with the inspections and reports prepared monthly by the Humboldt
County Department of Environmental Health, the Enforcing Agency for the Transfer
Station. The applicant shall be fully responsible for correcting any violations or issues of
non-compliance.
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ATTACHMENT "B"

Statement of Overriding Considerations

The Planning Commission has balanced the benefits of the proposed project against the unavoidable or
unmitigable impacts associated with the project. The Commission has determined that the benefits identified
in this Statement outweigh the project's unavoidable or unmitigable impacts, making the impacts acceptable.
The City adopts this Statement pursuant to the requirements of section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

The Planning Commission hereby finds that, for the reasons set forth below, the economic, social, and other
considerations of the project outweigh the following unavoidable impacts identified in the findings: tsunami
inundation; cumulative air'quality impacts; and, heaith and safety hazards due to accidental releases of waste
or waste constituents into the environment. First, the project will enable the City of Eureka and the County of
Humboldt to achieve its needs with regard to waste disposal. Second, the industrial base of the project will
enhance the tax base, create more jobs, and provide an essential service for the residents of the City of Eureka
and the County of Humboldt. Third, the economic and social benefits of the project are regional in nature and
support the entire County of Humboldt. The data to support these overriding factors are found in the Final
EIR, the data submitted by the applicant to supplement the permit applications, and in the City of Eureka’s
adopted Local Coastal Program.

This Statement of Overriding Considerations shall be included in the project record and shall be filed with the
Notice of Determination for the project.




